27-OKT-20g)5 14:00 UON:DR. KLEESPIEB 08336813614 RN: 010390015718738300 S: l-'S 



RECEIVED 

CENTRAL FAX CENTER 

OCT 2 7 2005 

Pr. Matthfn^ Klpir^nks^AiiLB Achle 8.87784 Wft ^rArT^Airp 

United States Patent and Trademark Office 
COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
Leon B. Lankford Jr. 
R O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313 - 1460 2005^10-27 
VIA FAX to 001.571-273.8300 6 altogether 



Notice of Abandonment, Application No. 09/915,469, Examiner: Deborah K. Ware, Art 
Unit: 1651, NoA's Date: 10/05/2(M)S 



Dear Sir, 

Once again, "astonighment" does not even roughly express my feelings upon receipt of your 
"Notice of Abandonment". 

As you can easily see from my attachments, I did send the requested repjy to the Office Jetter 
mailed on 2/16/05 to the official fax number on March, I4*\ 11:59 local time, which 
definitely is within the requested time period of "one month or 30 days fitim tlie mailing date 
of this notice". 

Moreover, Mrs, Ware must have had a signed copy of the requested page Jong before her 
mailing, since your Office received a complete and signed document already on 7"^^ of April 
2003 (please see attachments). Sending her the complete document once again in April 2004 
(I do apologize for the forgotten signature) was a gesture of politeness from my side, as your 
Office had sent me a Notice of Abandonment based on wrong assumptions already in August 
2003 (please see attachments). 

This now is the second time your Office (or Mrs* Ware?) tries to simply cancel my 
application with definitely untrue claims or statements. 
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to2.!-T°" ^Uy *at dangerous for d,. u, s. economy? ,f ,0, U,«lc you for 



the 



uTnir* ' °" *° ''^ P'^P-ly -i^'-t a«y further 

unnecessary conflicts by your Office I do appreciate. 

I tl>us kindly a.k you to withdraw the Notice of Abandonment mentioned above. 
Kind regards. 

Dr. Matthias Kleespies 
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SENDEBERICHT 

DATUM i 14-MRZ-200S m X2iOQ 
NAME : DR, JCLfilESPIES 
TEL : 0833680.3614 



SEITEN 
STARTZBIT 
UEBERTR. -DAUER 
MODUS 
ERGEBMIS 



t 0I079O015712738300 
: 2/2 

1 a4-MR2 11159 
: 00^42" 

2 ECM 
s OK 



FEHL5:RHAETrE SErTRN : 



ERSTE SErrE UEBERTRAQKN.*. 
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Peituips, I could describe the lenn more dteady oa ,^j;gaiiio -wastcj? from ftjod industries 
utiliKable as nutrlcotn by sugety kefir cultuxos'** 



ffPirapdUant"; see abavo (KuBcttml) 

Chemicfll!^ modM^ing: A suggontion for a dcanv fbrnnitotton: TV polymer or polymer 
miscttm is modiflecL by agcntn imnfiking one oyo ijiqib of tbc polysdcch^d&'fi OH**igptii2p$ 
icnderidj! the polymer mom hydrophoUc or interlinUng cotn^wttmcntB of the pdymcr 
according to th^ df^o of modlfieAlton. ThU Atep ifl cflnSed cut m)d«r conditions nuitoblo fbt 
such a modificadoiL A suitable agent far lexmnpto could bo ttto anhydride of acetic add. 



DcurMra. Ware. I hopo that I could clarUy the ambaguoua pfuijmgcfi in roy patent. I cannot m 
that onyonts of akul could have dofivcd my invention ftani iha exL^g Htafatmc The OJOJty paper 
contalntae the phrosea p^avi^aiy tofit" and ndryJog" you could find to support your thcd$ of 
t^one of skill could have derived, p.*" 19 that of Fidoux et aL How lar$te» fa - aocotding to your 
estimated - the ptobaWliiy thai I totentJofiftUy found this on© papftt aoior^ the biHlona of 
sdcntiflc papw» and/or patents to pubscqucntly derive my Invatttlon fixjm it? Why did Pidotwt cc 
aL flwrttwl veft did not deftcdbe aoytWng rc^ly xft«onib1ing my {nventioa if anyone of skill could 
bavctoivcd the invention from it Who could be mote Akltlfid than Fidoux ct aL if it were that 
ataxic? 



I womd lite to call you by phone in a fi&w wedca to disciica a posaiblo way with you thtit could 
lead to the USnPoocnt I deftire. 



Bei^xegRrda* 

Dr. Matihias Kteaspies 
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Notice of Abandonment 



Applfcsitlon No, 
09/915.469 


Applfcant(«) 

KLEESPIES. MATTHIAS 


Examiner 
Deborah K. Wane 


Art Unit 

1661 





Thfa application Is abandoned in view of: 

I. ^ AppKoanfs failure to timely file a proper reply to the Office letter mailed on 12/31A)2 . 

^ foT^Ty^SdL-^f^^^^^^ T'ansmf^.lon deted ). which l3 after the explrafior, of the 

n (moludlng a total extension of time of month(8)) which expired on 

(b) □ A proposed reply was received on , but It doea not constitute a proper roply under 37 CFR 1.113 (a) to the finat rejection 

loo^I^^onTlnHS-^I^^,!* '•'•''^ *°,ov^"« ' "^i^""" '^"^^ ^ "'"^'V ^'^^ amendment wfiloh places (he 

appi cation In condition for allowance; (2) a timoly illed Notice of Appeal fwlth appeal feo); or (3) a tImeV filed Roauest Ibr 
CoriWnued Examination (RCE)li> compliance with 37 CFR 1.1 14). leo;. or i^, a nmeiymea Request lor 

^ Sinirj^^^lrrf^??^ T a proper ...ply. or a bona fide attompt at a proper reply, to the 

non-tinalr^action. Sae37CFR1.85<a)and 1.111. (SeeexpIanatlonlnbox7be|ow). 
(d) □ No reply has been received. 

(a) □ The '^/^^ p"bl^^^^ fee. if appltoable. was received on _ (wHh a Certlflcate of IWaldng or Transmission dated 
Aitoiran^ (PTOL^S) °^ P^"'^ P^y^^"' °f 'ssufl feo (and publication fee) set in the Notice of 

(b) □ The submitted fee of $ is Insufficient A balance of $ is duo. 

The issue fee required by 37 CFR 1.18 is 5 The publication fee, If required by 37 CFR 1.18(d). is $ . 

(c) □ The Issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, has not been r»c6lved. 

^'^ ^SSSSty (FtoS?^'^ drawings as required by. and within the thr^e-month period sot in, the Notice of 

^ Tw^Hf ^."^ drawings were received on (with a Certificate of iVIailing or TTansrtiisston dated ), which is 

after the expiration of the period for reply. 

(b) □ No corrected drawings have been received. 

° IJa^fcartT^^^^ abandonment which Is signed by the attorney or agent of record, the assignee of the entir« interest, or all of 

^' ° l^'tJil^'' i« signed by an attorney or agent (acfng In a representative capacity under 37 CFR 

1.34(a)) upon the filing of a continuing application. 

^ ^ Iffhf ^fi!'"," ^"1^^ '^PP^'® ^"'^ Interttjrence rendered on and because the period for seeking court review 

ofthe decision has oxpired and there are no allowed claims. 

7. H The rsason(s) below: 

The response to the non-final action of December 31 . 2002 was not received by the office within the shortened 
n36(a) Sfo'^note ML/SC fS^"^^ '^^^ ^""""^ ®" extenslonotJl^^ 37 CFR 

PRIMARY EXAMINER 
ART UNIT 0^ 

BS^r)f::.r°;^^i^c':i^^^^^ •"^"'"^ of abandonment under 37 CFR 1.181. should beWp^y Kfed to 

U.S. PaM nnd JraderMik Oiiice ^ 



PTOL.1432(Rsv.0<W31) Notice of Abandonmant Partof PaperNo. 11 
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Westcrbeim, 2003-09-17 



United States Department of Coiranetcc 
United States Patent and Tnfcdemark Office - 
Patent Examiner David M. Naff 
Primaiy Exawcnincr 

Washington, D. C. 20231 
USA 



Noticei^ Abondonnient, Applieatfon No, 09mSM9 

1 nie: Frocess to oieate solid bodies, and uses for such bodies 

Sena! No,: 09/9l5,4«3, Group; 1651 

Filed: May 21, 2001, Applicant Matthias Kleespies 



Dear Mr. Naff, 

thank you far filing your Notice of Abandonment 

I understand why you sent mc this notice, but I don't understand the conclusions you drew to 
send me the Notice. 

1 also sent the complete answer to the OfHce letter of 12/3 1/02 via email to the US Patent Office 
on mom (please see attachment), which certainly was within the requestijd time period. 

I therefore want to kindly ask you to withdraw the holding of abandonment under 37 CFR 

What else will be necessary from my side to ,4ical" the holding of abandonment? 
Best regaids. 

Dr. Matthias KIlee^;picR 
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documents submitted by the appHcant. 

Defects in the images include but are not limited to the items checked: 

□ BLACK BORDERS 

□ IMAGE CUT OFF AT TOP, BOTTOM OR SIDES 

□ FADED TEXT OR DRAWING 

□ BLURRED OR ILLEGIBLE TEXT OR DRAWING 

□ SKEWED/SLANTED IMAGES 
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□ GRAY SCALE DOCUMENTS 
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